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REMARKS 

The Exammcr objected to the specification as allegedly rcfemng to clemcnl (60) 
as both a depression ami a gioovc. Accordingly. Applicant has anicnded the specification 
according lo the Examiner's suggestion to overcome the objection. 

Tlie Examiner rejected claims 1-5, 7. 10-13, 15-18. 20. 21, 23, 25 and 31-33 
under 35 U.S.C, § 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by Vial 3,990,440. 

The Bxominer rejected claiins 1 and 7-9 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly 
being anticipated by Uorsanyi 4,671,792. 

The Examiner rejected claims 1. 6. and 22 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly 

being anticipated by EwcrJof 4,869,457. 

Applicants rcspcctfoUy traverse the § 102 rejection.-; with the following 

arguments. 
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The Examiner reiccled claims 1-5, 7, 10-13, 15-18, 20. 21, 23, 25 and 31-33 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02(b) as allegedly being anlicipalcd by Vial 3,990,440. 

Applicants rcspStruily coatend that Vial does not aiUicipate claim 1, because 
Vial does not teach each and every feature of claim 1 . For example. Vial does not leach 
that melcrlne device shall comprise a maierial reservoir containing a coating material. In 
contrast. Vial teaches its apparatus is for use wiUi blood. Vial, col. 1,1. 1-15, col. 2.1. 
30^34, col. 5, 1. 8-19. That is. Vial docs not teach a metering device shall comprise a 
material reservoir containing a coatmg material. Based on the preceding argument.^ 
Applicants respeclfully maintain that Vial docs not anticipate claim 1. and that claim I is 
in condition for allowance. Since claims 3-13 and 15-16 depend from claim 1. 
Applicants contend that claims 3-13 and 15-16 are likev«se in condition for allowance. 
Applicants respectfully contend that Vial does not anticipate claim 17. because 
Vial does not leach each and every feature of claim 17. Vor example. Vial docs not teach 
that the material delivery unit includes a valve. In contrast. Vial does not teach the use of 
a valve to input material into the system. Vial, col. 4. 1. 4-15, Fig. 1. Hence, the reference 
docs not teach that the material delivery unit incUuies a valve. Based onUae preceding 
arguments, Applicaiits respectfully maintain that Vial does not anticipate claim 17. and 
lhal claim 17 is in condition for allowance. Since clain^s 18-22 depend from claim 17, 
Applicants contend that clauns 18-22 arc likewise in condition for allowance. 

Applicants respectfully contend tlial Vial does not anticipate claim 23. Ix^cause 
Vinl does not tcuch each and every Icalure of claim 23. For example. Vial docs not teach 
that a metering element is one of translationally slidable and rotatable engagement with 
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Iho co.aprossiblc line. It. contrast. Vial teaches a rotational engagement of the tube 
thr«ughannati-poinuon.pressionofthetnbcbyaplaramyoftotalingrolie^^ Vial.col. 

2, 1. 56-61 ; col. 4, 1. 15-21 ; Wg. 3. Here, the reference does not teach translationally 
slidable and rotautble engagement; rather, tlie Applicant docs. Application, p. 9, 1. 18-20. 
Based on the preceding arguments. Applicants respeetftilly maintain that Vial does not 
anlieipnte claim 23. mid that claim 23 is in condition for allowance. Since claims 24-26 
depend from claim 23. Applicants contend that claims 24-26 ar. Hkevvisc in condition for 
allowance. 

Applicants respcctflilly contend that Vial does not anticipate claim 3 1 . because 
Vial does not teach each and every feature of claim 3 1 . For exa.nplc. Vial does not teach 
that the reservoir may be inserted into the device In contn^t. Vial teaches that the fla«k 
(2) is fixed on support (1), and further, that a tube (10) connects the flask (2) to the 
pmnp(6). Vial, col. 4, 1. 4-15. Fig. 1. Tl^at is. as the flask is not inserted itito a.e device, 
the teferencc does not teach siu^h. Based on the preceding arguments. Applicants 
respectfully maintain Uiat Vial does not anticipate claim 31. and that claim 3 1 is in 
condition for allowance. Since claitns 32-33 depend from claim 31, Applicants contend 
that claims 32-33 are likewise in condition for allowance. 

The E)u,miner rejected claims 1 and 7-9 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly 
being anticipated by Borsanyi 4,671,792. 

Applicants respccllully contend that Borsanyi does not anticipate claim 1. because 
Borsanyi does not teach each and every future of claim 1. For example, Borsunyi does 
not teach that metering device shall comprise a material reservoir containing a coating 
material. In contra.st. Borsanyi teaches its apparatus is for use widt wound fluid, urine. 
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plouva. or other dr.in.gc systems. Borsa.yi, col. U. 5-1 1 , 64-68. Tl.t is. Borsanyi docs 
not tc.ch a metering device shall co„,prisc a material reservoir contaimag a coatine 
mnlerlal. liascd on the preceding arguments. Applicants respectfully maintain that 
nors.uiyi docs not anticipate claim I. and that claim 1 is in condition for allowance. 
Since claiim 7-9 depend from claim 1 . AppUcmts contend tl.at clai.ns 7-9 a. likewise in 

condition for allowance, 

•the Hxaminer rejected claims 1 , 6. and 22 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly 

being anticipated by Ewcrlof 4,869,457. 

Applicants rcspectfidly contend that Ewcrlof does not anticipate claim 1. because 
liwerlofdocs not teach each and every feature of claim t. For example, Kwerlof docs not 
teach that thatamelering device shall compriscatnalerial reservoir conlai 
material. In eontra^t, Ewcrlof teaches its apparatus is for use with intraveneous injections 
a.td blood plasma. Ewcrlof. col. 1. 1. 23-26; col. 3. 1. 5-12. That is. Ewcrlof does not tench 
. metering device shall comprise a material rese^-voir containing a coating material, 
nence. (he reference does not teach that use with eoating material . Based on the 
preceding argun«nts. Applicants respecthally maintain that Ewerlof does not anticipate 
claim 1 , and that claim 1 is in condition for allowance. Since claims 6 and 22 depend 
from claim I, Applicant.s contend that claims 6 and 22 are likewise in condition for 
allowance. 

f^nNri.USTON 

Kitoed on the preceding arguments. Applicants respectfully believe that all 
ponding claims and the entire application meet the acceptance criteria for allowance and 
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therefore request fuvorable action. Tftl^e Examiner believes thai aayihing f^ulher would 
bo hcipful to pU.cc the appliction in better condition for allowance, Applicants invites 



the llxamincr to contact Applicants' representative at tl^e tclepl^onc number listed below, 




Date:_4=lkaQ0a )Mfcn01sen 

RcgislrationNo. 37,543 

Schuieiscr, Olsen & Walls 
22 Cent\iry Hill Drive. Siiilc 302 
Lallxam, New York 12110 
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